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Chapter Overview: This chapter covers critical thinking skills including argument
analysis, logical reasoning, evidence evaluation, and systematic problem-solving
approaches essential for SSC CGL reasoning section.
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What is Critical Thinking?

communication.

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

. Key Insight: Critical thinking involves questioning assumptions, evaluating
. evidence, identifying biases, and drawing logical conclusions rather than

accepting information at face value.

Components of Critical Thinking

Analysis

* Breaking down information
« Identifying components
 Understanding relationships
* Recognizing patterns

» Examining structure

Inference

» Drawing conclusions

» Making predictions

« Forming hypotheses

* Deducing implications
 Reasoning logically
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Definition: Critical thinking is the intellectually disciplined process of actively
and skillfully conceptualizing, applying, analyzing, synthesizing, and evaluating
information gathered from observation, experience, reflection, reasoning, or

Evaluation

* Assessing credibility

« Judging arguments

» Weighing evidence

* Determining relevance
« Checking accuracy
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Structure of Arguments

Analysis:

Assumptions - Unstated premises

Inference - Logical connection

Premise 1: All humans are mortal
Premise 2: Socrates is human
Conclusion: Socrates is mortal

This is a valid deductive argument

Types of Arguments

Premises - Supporting statements or evidence

Conclusion - The main claim being made

Example: Analyze the argument: "All humans are mortal. Socrates is human.
Therefore, Socrates is mortal.”

Deductive

Inductive

Abductive

Analogical
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Conclusion necessarily follows
from premises

Conclusion probably follows from
premises

Inference to the best explanation

Based on similarities between
cases

All A are B, Cis A, therefore Cis B

Every swan I've seen is white, so all
swans are white

The grass is wet, so it probably
rained

This worked before, so it should work
now
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Common Logical Fallacies

Ad Hominem Straw Man

« Attacking the person » Misrepresenting opponent's

* Instead of the argument argument

* "You're wrong because you're « Arguing against the distortion
inexperienced" * "You think we should do nothing"
* Irrelevant personal attack » When actual position is different
» Avoids addressing the issue » Creates false dichotomy

Slippery Slope

+ Claiming extreme consequences
« Without sufficient evidence

« "If we allow this, everything will
collapse”

 Exaggerated chain reaction

* Fear-based reasoning

Example of Ad Hominem:
"We shouldn't listen to his environmental proposals because he drives a car."
Error: Attacking the person instead of evaluating the proposal on its merits.

More Common Fallacies

Additional Fallacies to Recognize:

« Appeal to Authority - Using irrelevant authority

« False Cause - Assuming causation from correlation

 Hasty Generalization - Broad conclusion from small sample

« Appeal to Emotion - Using emotions instead of logic

« Bandwagon - "Everyone is doing it"

* False Dilemma - Presenting only two options when more exist
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Types of Evidence

Statistical Evidence

e Numerical data

« Surveys and polls
 Research studies

« Sample size matters

« Look for bias in collection

Expert Testimony

* Specialist opinions
» Credentials matter
» Check for consensus
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Anecdotal Evidence

* Personal stories

* Individual experiences

* Limited sample size

» May not be representative
+ Can be misleading

» Look for conflicts of interest
« Evaluate relevance

Evaluating Evidence Quality

Evidence Evaluation Checklist:

Relevance - Does it directly support the claim?
Sufficiency - Is there enough evidence?
Credibility - Is the source trustworthy?
Accuracy - Is the information correct?
Timeliness - Is the information current?

Bias - Is there any bias in the evidence?
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Systematic Approach

Critical Thinking Process:

Identify - Clearly define the problem

Analyze - Break down into components
Research - Gather relevant information
Evaluate - Assess evidence and arguments
Synthesize - Combine information meaningfully
Conclude - Draw logical conclusions

Review - Check for errors and biases

Decision-Making Framework

Decision Matrix Method:

1. List all possible options

2. Identify relevant criteria

3. Weight each criterion by importance
4. Score each option against criteria

5. Calculate weighted scores

6. Select highest-scoring option

7. Review and verify choice
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Argument Analysis Questions

Q1. Identify the fallacy: "We should reject this health proposal because it was
proposed by a politician who was once arrested for speeding.”

A) Straw Man

B) Ad Hominem

C) Slippery Slope

D) False Cause

Answer: B) Ad Hominem

Solution: Attacking the person (politician's speeding ticket) instead of
evaluating the health proposal on its merits.

Q2. Which type of reasoning is used: "Every time | wear my lucky shirt, my
team wins. Therefore, my shirt is lucky."

A) Deductive

B) Inductive

C) Abductive

D) Analogical
Answer: B) Inductive

Solution: Drawing a general conclusion (shirt is lucky) from specific
observations (team wins when wearing it).

Evidence Evaluation Questions

Q3. A company claims their product is "9 out of 10 dentists recommend." What
critical thinking question is most important?

A) How many dentists were surveyed?

B) What colors does the product come in?

C) How much does the product cost?

D) Where is the company located?

Answer: A) How many dentists were surveyed?

Solution: Sample size is crucial for evaluating statistical claims. If only 10
dentists were surveyed, 9/10 is less impressive.

Logical Reasoning Questions
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Q4. Premises: All managers are employees. Some employees are talented.
Conclusion: Some managers are talented. Is this valid?

A) Definitely valid

B) Definitely invalid

C) Possibly valid

D) Cannot determine
Answer: C) Possibly valid

Solution: The conclusion doesn't necessarily follow. The talented employees
might not be managers. But it's possible that some managers are talented.
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Time Management & Approach

Exam Strategy for Critical Thinking:

1. Quick Read - Understand the argument/statement (20 seconds)

2. Identify Components - Find premises, conclusion, assumptions (15 seconds)
3. Evaluate Logic - Check for fallacies and validity (20 seconds)

4. Eliminate Options - Remove clearly wrong answers (10 seconds)

5. Select Best Answer - Choose most logical option (10 seconds)

6. Verify - Quick mental check (5 seconds)

7. Move On - Don't overthink single questions

Common SSC CGL Critical Thinking Patterns:

« Argument strength evaluation

« Logical fallacy identification

« Conclusion drawing from premises
« Assumption identification

» Evidence evaluation

« Statement-conclusion relationships
« Course of action selection

Common Mistakes to Avoid

Critical Errors in Critical Thinking:

« Confusing correlation with causation

« Accepting arguments without evidence
» Overlooking hidden assumptions

« Falling for emotional appeals

* Missing logical fallacies

» Drawing conclusions beyond evidence
« Ignoring alternative explanations

* Rushing without proper analysis
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Daily Practice Routine

4-Week Preparation Plan:

Week 1: Basic Concepts & Argument Analysis (15 questions/day)
Week 2: Logical Fallacies & Evidence Evaluation (20 guestions/day)
Week 3: Complex Reasoning & Decision Making (20 questions/day)
Week 4: Speed Practice & Mock Tests (25 questions/day)

Effective Critical Thinking Development:

« Practice identifying premises and conclusions daily
« Learn to recognize common fallacies quickly

* Develop evidence evaluation checklist thinking

* Practice explaining why wrong answers are incorrect
* Read editorials and analyze arguments critically

« Discuss reasoning with others to identify gaps

« Time yourself to improve speed and accuracy

.______-_______-_______-_______-_______-__‘
N e e e e e ——————

Key Concepts to Master

Argument Structure Premises, Conclusion, Assumptions, Inference
Logical Fallacies Ad Hominem, Straw Man, Slippery Slope, False Cause
Types of Reasoning Deductive, Inductive, Abductive, Analogical

Evidence Evaluation Relevance, Sufficiency, Credibility, Accuracy, Bias
Decision Making Options, Criteria, Weighting, Scoring, Selection
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